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REMARKS 

Claims 1-23 are pending in this application after this amendment. Claims 1, 7 and 13 are 
independent. New claims 21-23 are presented for consideration by the Examiner. No new matter 
has been added by the addition of claims 21-23. Based on the amendments and arguments set 
forth herein, Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the outstanding 
rejections. 

Examiner Interview 

Applicant wishes to thank the Examiner for the interview conducted on December 13, 
2007. During the Interview, Applicant's representative explained the claimed invention and 
further explained "specifying a portion of or all of the information items of the accompanying 
information to be used for image classification, and for specifying priority among the specified 
information items," as recited in the claims. The parties discussed the teachings of the cited art. 
The Examiner indicated that he would further consider Applicant's arguments prior to issuing 
the next Paper. 

In the outstanding Official Action, the Examiner rejected claims 7-18 under 35 U.S.C. 
§101 and rejected claims 1-18 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over Tanaka et al. 
(U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2001/0022624) (hereinafter "Tanaka") in view of 
Romanik et al. (U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0018802) (hereinafter 
"Romanik"). Applicant respectfully traverses these rejections. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. §103 

In support of the Examiner's rejection of claim 1, the Examiner asserts that Tanaka 
teaches all of the claim elements except for the information item specification means. The 
Examiner relies on the teachings of Romanik to cure the deficiencies of the teachings of Tanaka, 
citing to paragraph [0042], and subsequently paragraphs [0005], [0007] and [00047] and asserts 
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that one skilled in the art would modify Tanaka in order to classify images into different classes. 
Applicant respectfully disagrees with the Examiner's characterization of these references. 

The disclosure of Romanik is directed to an image transfer and arvchival system. The 
system prepares and transmits all desired images from one or more clients to a server for 
archiving or later analysis, validation, or reporting purposes. Romanik discloses in paragraph 
[0047] as follows: 

[0047] The client 205 produces images 305 to be transferred to the server 210. The client 
can be configured to transfer all images or just a selection of images to the server. In the 
preferred embodiment of the invention, interesting images such as those depicting defects 
or other changes from the expected result are sent to the server, although any criteria can 
be used. System 300 uses a queue and image reduction mechanism to attempt and 
transmit all desired images to the server 210. Some images are more important or 
more desired than other images, and this system can prioritize and reduce the least 
important images first. In an alternate embodiment of the invention, the network 335 
connecting the client 205 and server 210 can be divided into one or more pieces, each 
reserving a certain amount of network bandwidth. Each of these pieces can be assigned 
to one or more image classifications, guaranteeing sufficient bandwidth for the 
immediate or subsequent transfer to the server. With this technique, the need for 
queue 325 is much reduced, although not eliminated since network disruptions can still 
occur. In this embodiment of the invention the queue 325 can be implemented as a series 
of queues or as a single queue with reserved elements to accommodate the usual backlog 
of images as they await transmission via a reserved section of bandwidth. A mapping is 
created to convert the image classification to the appropriate network channel to use. Any 
classifications that are not configured to map to a reserved section of network bandwidth 
are mapped to the remaining, unreserved bandwidth. 

As can be seen from the above disclosure, Romanik discloses merely prioritizing which 
images are to be processed first. Merely disclosing prioritizing images to process is insufficient 
to cure the deficiencies of the teachings of Tanaka. 

Claim 1 recites "information item specification means for specifying a portion of or all of 
the information items of the accompanying information to be used for image classification, and 
for specifying priority among the specified information items." Romanik fails to teach 
specifying priority among the specified information items. As can be seen from the above 
teachings, Romanik clearly discloses specifying priority of the images to be processed. 
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Further, claim 1 clearly recites "image classification means for classifying the image data 
sets into groups having a hierarchical structure of the specified information items according to 
the specified priority." As noted above, Romanik merely discloses prioritizing which images to 
process first. There is no disclosure that is directed to classifying images into groups according 
to the specified priority. Thus, when combining the teachings of Romanik with the teachings of 
Tanaka, the resultant device would not classify the image data into groups according to the 
specified priority. As such, Applicant maintains that the Romanik fails to cure the deficiencies of 
the teachings of Tanaka. Thus, claim 1 is not obvious over the references as cited. It is 
respectfully requested that the outstanding rejection be withdrawn. 

It is respectfully submitted that claims 2-6 and 19 are allowable for the reasons set forth 
above with regard to claim 1 at least based on their dependency on claim 1. It is further 
respectfully submitted that claims 7 and 13 include elements similar to those discussed above 
with regard to claim 1 and thus claims 7 and 13, together with claims dependent thereon, are 
allowable for the reasons set forth above with regard to claim 1. 

By this amendment, Applicant has added new claims 21-23 to further assist in further 
clarifying the claimed invention. For example, claim 23 wherein the hierarchical structure has a 
plurality of layers, and wherein each of the plurality of layers is associated with one specified 
information item, each of said specified information items being associated with the priority, 
wherein each of the layers of the hierarchical structure is associated with a different priority, and 
wherein the image classification means classifies the image data sets into groups based on the 
priority associated with each of said specified information items. 

Applicant respectfully submits that none of cited references teach or these elements. As 
such, Applicant respectfully submits that these claims are patentable over the references as cited. 
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Conclusion 

In view of the above remarks, it is believed that claims are allowable. 

Should there be any outstanding matters that need to be resolved in the present 
application, the Examiner is respectfully requested to contact Catherine M. Voisinet Reg. No. 
52,327 at the telephone number of the undersigned below, to conduct an interview in an effort to 
expedite prosecution in connection with the present application. 

If necessary, the Commissioner is hereby authorized in this, concurrent, and future 
replies to charge payment or credit any overpayment to Deposit Account No. 02-2448 for any 
additional fees required under 37.C.F.R. §§1.16 or 1.14; particularly, extension of time fees. 



Dated: December 18, 2007 Respectfully sub 



/^Michael K. Mutter j^T f^gZ 

^ Registration No.: 29,680 ' ' 

BIRCH, STEWART, KOLASCH & BIRCH, LLP 

8110 Gatehouse Road 

Suite 100 East 

P.O. Box 747 

Falls Church, Virginia 22040-0747 
(703) 205-8000 
Attorney for Applicant 
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